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Chapter 3 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

3.1 ORGANIZATION OF THE RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

In total, 18 comment letters regarding the Draft EIR were received from three State departments, five 

regional and/or local agencies, three organizations, five private entities, and two individuals. In addition, 

verbal comments and associated speaker cards were received at the Pacific City Draft EIR Public 

Information Meeting that was held on November 13, 2003. Table 3-1 provides a comprehensive list of 

commenters in the order that they are presented in this section. 

Table 3-1 Comment Letters Received During the Draft EIR Comment Period 
No. Commentor/Organization Page 
State Departments 
1. Department of Conservation, State of California, December 1, 2003  3-3 
2. California Department of Transportation, December 3, 2003  3-5 
3. Department of Toxic Substances Control, November 4, 2003  3-10 
Regional/Local Agencies 
4. Steven Bromberg, Mayor of the City of Newport Beach, December 3, 2003  3-13 
5. Huntington Beach Union High School District, October 27, 2003  3-16 
6. County of Orange Planning & Development Services Department, December 3, 2003  3-17 
7. Orange County Transportation Authority, December 3, 2003  3-21 
8. Southern California Association of Governments, November 25, 2003  3-23 
Organizations 
9. City of Huntington Beach Environmental Board, November 24, 2003  3-25 
10. Huntington Beach Tomorrow, December 3, 2003  3-28 
11. Orange County Coastkeeper, December 1, 2003  3-30 
Private Entities 
12. Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith LLP, December 3, 2003  3-35 
13. Orosz Engineering Group, Inc., December 3, 2003  3-43 
14. Orosz Engineering Group, Inc., December 4, 2003  3-45 
15. Pacific City Action Coalition, December 3, 2003  3-48 
  Pacific City Action Coalition, Attachment A, December 3, 2003  3-64 
  Pacific City Action Coalition, Attachment B, December 3, 2003  3-71 
  Pacific City Action Coalition, Attachment C, December 3, 2003  3-75 
16. Robert Mayer Corporation, December 3, 2003  3-78 
  Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., Attachment A to Robert Mayer Corporation Letter, December 2, 2003  3-92 
  Richard Watson & Associates, Inc., Attachment B to Robert Mayer Corporation Letter, December 2, 2003  3-104 
Individuals 
 Written Letters 
17. Mr. Mark D. Bixby, December 2, 2003  3-133 
18. Mr. Paul Cross, November 14, 2003  3-152 
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Table 3-1 Comment Letters Received During the Draft EIR Comment Period 
 Verbal Comments 
Pacific City Draft EIR Public Meeting, Verbal Comments, November 13, 2003  3-157 
 Mr. Mike Churchin, Attachment to Verbal Comments, November 13, 2003  3-161 
 Speaker Cards 
Mr. Mark D. Bixby, November 13, 2003 3-163 
Mr. Frank C. Brucculeri, November 13, 2003 3-164 
Mr. Al Calonico, November 13, 2003 3-165 
Mr. Mike Churchin, November 13, 2003 3-166 
Mr. Paul Cross, November 13, 2003 3-167 
Ms. Laura Knox, November 13, 2003 3-168 
Ms. Fay Mathis, November 13, 2003 3-169 
Mr. John Sisker, November 13, 2003 3-170 
Mr. John Sisker, second submittal, November 13, 2003 3-171 
 

3.2 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

This chapter of the Final EIR contains all comments received on the Draft EIR during the public review 

period, as well as the Lead Agency’s responses to these comments. Reasoned, factual responses have been 

provided to all comments received, with a particular emphasis on significant environmental issues. Detailed 

responses have been provided where a comment raises a specific issue; however, a general response has been 

provided where the comment is relatively general. Although some letters may raise legal or planning issues, 

these issues do not always constitute significant environmental issues. Therefore, the comment has been 

noted, but no response has been provided. Generally, the responses to comments provide explanation or 

amplification of information contained in the Draft EIR. 

The following Section contains the original comment letters, which have been bracketed to isolate the 

individual comments, followed by a section with the responses to the comments within the letter. As noted 

above, and stated in Sections 15088(a) and 15088(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, comments that raise 

significant environmental issues are provided with responses. Comments that are outside of the scope of 

CEQA review will be forwarded for consideration to the decision makers as part of the project approval 

process. In some cases, a response may refer the reader to a previous response, if that previous response 

substantively addressed the same issues. 
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